
 PROCEEDINGS OF THE 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Wednesday, November 14th, 2012 
Grand Forks City Hall Conference Room A101 

 
 

CALL TO ORDER 
 
Earl Haugen, Chairman, called the November 14th, 2012, meeting of the MPO Technical 
Advisory Committee to order at 1:40 p.m. 
 
CALL OF ROLL 
 
On a Call of Roll the following members were present:  Michael Johnson, NDDOT/Local 
Government Division (via conference call); Nancy Ellis, East Grand Forks City Planning; Jane 
Williams, Grand Forks City Engineering; Dustin Lang, NDDOT-Local Government Division; 
Les Noehre, NDDOT-Local Government Division; Greg Boppre, East Grand Forks Consulting 
Engineer; Ryan Brooks, Grand Forks Planning; Dale Bergman, Grand Forks Cities Area Transit; 
and Ali Rood, Grand Forks Cities Area Transit. 
 
Guest(s) present were:  Jon Markusen, KLJ Consulting Group; and Peggy O’Leary, Local 
Historic Preservation Commission. 
 
Staff present were:  Earl Haugen, GF/EGF MPO Executive Director; Teri Kouba, GF/EGF MPO 
Planner; and Peggy McNelis, GF/EGF MPO Office Manager. 
 
DETERMINATION OF A QUORUM 
 
A quorum was present. 
 
MATTER OF APPROVAL OF THE OCTOBER 10TH, 2012, MINUTES OF THE 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
 
MOVED BY BROOKS, SECONDED BY BERGMAN, TO APPROVE THE OCTOBER 10TH, 
2012 MINUTES OF THE TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE, AS SUBMITTED.  
 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
MATTER OF UPDATE ON KENNEDY/SORLIE BRIDGE PROJECTS 
 

Haugen reported that in regard to the Kennedy Bridge, MNDOT was in the process of finalizing 
a contract with CH2M, but ran into an issue with the Memorandum of Understanding they have 
with North Dakota, specifically with some of the language in that document, but that has now 
been resolved so he believes that a contract with CH2M is now completed.   
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Haugen commented that there has also been some changes in management at MNDOT District 2, 
and J.T. Anderson will be moving away from being the Project Manager of the Kennedy Bridge 
Project to become the acting District Maintenance Engineer.  He stated that a new project 
manager has not yet been named at this time. 
 
Haugen stated that in regard to the Sorlie Bridge, NDDOT has begun negotiations with KLJ, 
who was their top pick after interviewing three firms last week.  Noehre commented that KLJ 
was selected, and they are now in the process of reviewing their scope and fee schedule, however 
no contract has been entered into at this time.  He added that in the October 10th minutes it 
discussed doing an environmental document, a PCR, but that isn’t exactly accurate as they are 
not actually sure yet what type of environmental process they will go through yet, but they do 
know that it won’t be a PCR.   
 
MATTER OF APPROVAL OF HUMAN SERVICES PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION 
COORDINATION PLAN 
 
Kouba stated that, basically, since they finished their Transit Development Plan, the TDP, they 
started in on their Human Services Coordination Plan.  She said that MAP-21 kind of skewed 
things a bit, but MAP-21 is still calling for there to be a Human Service Coordination Plan, 
Transportation Coordination Plan, which is good since they pretty much finished it all up, and, 
basically they gathered input and not too many things have changed.  She commented, however, 
that many of the human services were glad, especially their Mobility Manager, as this is a new 
position since the 2006 Plan, and that position has now been added.  
 
Kouba reported that they have pretty much continued on with the coordination committees, 
adding that they want to hear more plans for every opportunity for transit for their clients, 
especially looking at car-pooling and van-pooling, and things of that nature.  She said that 
ultimately there haven’t been too many new inclusions into this update. 
 
Kouba stated that the Coordination Committee has approved this, and there were no comments 
from the public when it was presented to them, so she is now looking for approval from this 
committee to move it on to the MPO Executive Policy Board for their approval as well. 
 
Williams referred to the document and pointed out that in a couple of places it talks about a 
coordinated transportation plan, and she is wondering if it would be clearer if the term 
“coordinated transit transportation plan” was used instead because they refer to other things as 
transportation.  Haugen responded that they should be using the term “coordinated public 
transportation plan” instead. 
 
Haugen commented that this was also a requirement of SAFETEA-LU for two FTA programs, 
New Freedom and Job Access Reverse Commute.  He said that the City of Grand Forks received 
multiple grants through those programs based on this coordination plan, and MAP-21 changed 
things by rolling the JARC program into the regular 5307 program, and that did not require a 
Human Service Public Transportation Coordination Plan in order for formally JARC eligible 
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projects to be done through the 5307 program.  He added that the formerly separate New 
Freedom program was rolled into the 5310 program, which is for the elderly and disabled, and 
that still requires that a coordination plan be maintained and updated as necessary, so in order for 
our MPO area to be eligible for those funds we had to update our coordination plan. 
 
Haugen reported that the only difference this time from the first time we did the plan was, since 
the first time the funds had to be competitive with Cities Area Transit, competing for the JARC 
and New Freedom funds, was that we went to both City Councils for their adoption.  He said that 
they also worked with the Human Service Coordination Agencies and Cities Area Transit and are 
now seeking approval from both the Technical Advisory Committee and the MPO Executive 
Policy Board of the update. 
 
MOVED BY BOPPRE, SECONDED BY BROOKS, TO APPROVE FORWARDING A 
RECOMMENDATION TO THE MPO EXECUTIVE POLICY BOARD THAT THEY 
APPROVE THE FINAL HUMAN SERVICES TRANSPORTATION COORDINATION 
PLAN, AS SUBMITTED. 
 
Williams asked if this would create any new programs, or is it something that will just be 
incorporated into what we already have.  Haugen responded that they are not aware of any 
possible new programs.  He added that they are also unsure yet as to how the formerly “New 
Freedom” program will be implemented.  He said that prior to this the 5310 program was 
exclusive of being used in non-urbanized areas, but MAP-21 sets aside a portion of 5310 funding 
for use in urbanized areas, so they will have to figure out how this is all going to work.   He 
added that New Freedom has been used to fund vehicle replacements, the Mobility Manager 
position, and other capital needs and services. 
 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.  
 
MATTER OF APPROVAL OF THE 2013-2014 MPO UNIFIED PLANNING WORK 
PROGRAM 
 
Haugen reported that we are anticipating maintaining a funding level similar to what we have has 
in the past.  He explained that they worked with both states to revisit the distribution formula, 
and the outcome has sort of kept us status quo in terms of our funding amounts.  He said that we 
had to update those formulas based on the 2010 census results, and with that we are able to fulfill 
our core requirements; the T.I.P., Land Use Plan, etc., and have roughly around $200,000 each 
year to do special type studies.  He stated that in 2013 they will wrap up their street and highway 
element and roll it into the Long Range Transportation Plan. 
 
Haugen commented that with MAP-21 they have to revisit some of the elements of the Transit 
Development Plan that we just approved, and Ms. Rood will speak to that in a moment.  He 
added that in 2014 they will be addressing their ITS plan and Regional Architecture Plan, as they 
both need to be updated, so that will be our Long Range Transportation Plan update.  He added 
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that in 2014 plus, MAP-21 will, or may have some impacts that will require we amend those 
documents just as the TDP needed to be amended now. 
 
Haugen referred to the staff report and pointed out that he noted the other studies that we were 
asked to do, and are including in this draft.  He explained that the first one, in 2013, is to try to 
utilize our resources to do a more frequent traffic count program.  He stated that a lot of the 
things you will see in the work program are working with MAP-21, with a more performance 
based emphasis, so getting a better traffic counting program up and running, and utilizing video 
detection, as best we can, will allow us to have that data to establish our performance measures.  
He added that we also have our signal coordination plan on the North Dakota side, so in having 
more current counting information allows us to better manage the traffic signal coordination 
system. 
 
Haugen commented that also in 2013, we will update our Pavement Management System.  He 
stated that this will be the third update of that program.  He added that it is a two part update, 
with the first involving the re-imaging of our right-of-way by taking photos of every twenty-five 
feet of the roadway surfaces and right-of-way.  He stated that the second part involves taking that 
data and creating a pavement rating system, and putting our data fields for that. 
 
Williams stated that their original request included that City staff be trained in access to the 
software and the data base.  Haugen responded that they have access to the software now, and 
the training, as part of our annual contract with ICON, and some training hours have already 
been set aside.   
 
Noehre commented that he was wondering about what they discussed about State Highways 
being included.  Haugen responded that he included them for now because, if for no other 
reason, they will have right-of-way imaging that is current for the whole metro area, or federal 
urban aid area; and then they will establish a system and see how it is used from there on the 
state system.  Noehre said that he has been thinking about it some more, and it would be nice if 
they were all rated the same way, but there are two different rating systems.  Haugen commented 
that it is currently based on us doing all of the roadways in our urban aid boundary, with 
functional class roadways in both directions and local streets in one direction, just as we have in 
the past.  Williams asked if this excludes the interstate.  Haugen responded it does. 
 
Brooks asked if the Earthmine stuff can be utilized, if the Earthmine pictures and the pavement 
management information can be used together.  Haugen responded that he talked to Matt 
Yavarrow about that, and he didn’t think it could be utilized together.   
 
Haugen reported that there is a very strong possibility of some changes in our staffing levels.  He 
explained that currently roughly about 1/3 of a one position is contracted out for local land use 
planning on the Minnesota side; and East Grand Forks is now contemplating hiring their own 
planning staff, so should that occur there would be a release of hours committed to that activity 
that would be available for MPO activity.  He said that one of the things that we have identified 
for those hours to be committed toward would be maintenance and upkeep of the pavement 
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management system, which, in the past this has been a struggle accomplishing.  He explained 
that what they did was to have the MPO go out and update the system and then turn it over to 
both cities to run with it and in the past there hasn’t been a good updating of the system, so if this 
does occur, with performance based planning with the MPO leading, more reliance on that 
management system we will need to commit some staffing hours to make sure the system is 
maintained and can be utilized more than it has been in the past. 
 
Haugen commented that the last item in 2013 is contingent on this project becoming a 
recommended project in our Long Range Transportation Plan, and that is the potential for a 47th 
Avenue Interchange with I-29.  He stated that if it does become a recommended project, based 
on our fiscally constrained list of recommended projects, we would then take the next step and 
do the IJR.  He added that this is a very similar process to what we did for Merrifield back about 
ten years ago when an interchange at Merrifield was a hot topic. 
 
Haugen reported that in 2014, and he already talked about the ITS Regional Architecture project; 
but there are two other projects:  A West Gateway Drive access for the new Wal-Mart just west 
of 55th Street, where the City is looking at some other potential development there as well; and 
the other is to look at our Traffic Incident Management Program.   
 
Rood distributed copies of the City of Grand Forks Staff Reports that discuss transit activities, 
and went over the information briefly. 
 
Rood reported that this information was presented to the Service/Safety Committee at their 
meeting last evening.  She referred to the staff report discussing changes to the public 
transportation fare structure, and explained that they were asked by the City Council to look at 
their fare structure to see if they could streamline some of the discounts they give because they 
currently have several different discount amounts, and also to see where they might be able to 
generate more revenue on their contracts.   
 
Rood explained that they proposed no changes to the cash fares, as they feel they are very solid, 
but are proposing an increase to the 10-ride fare for adults from $10.00 to $13.00; and are also 
proposing to increase the senior/disabled 10-ride fare from $5.00 to $5.25.  She said that this 
would then create a 13% discount across the board.   
 
Rood commented that they are also looking at increasing the monthly pass, which is currently at 
$32.00 to $35.00.  She said that the Service Agent Committee expressed that they like what they 
see of the proposed fare structure, although there was a little bit of discussion on the contract 
rates.  She stated that they are proposing they use $0.75 as a rate for all their contracts.  She 
explained that they currently have a contract with UND where they pay us $0.75 per ride for all 
their students, and that seems to work well; but then some other agencies, such as Northland 
College and River Valley Community Action, they pay a set fee per month for an unlimited 
amount of rides, and we are now beginning to lose money as ridership increases, so we would 
like to set a fee of $0.75 for all the contracts to keep them uniform.   
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Rood stated that they will move ahead and work with the MPO on the Public Participation 
process and hopefully have an updated fare structure in place early in 2013.   
 
Rood referred to the second staff report, explaining that it is really only an informational item on 
some of their 2013 action items, and went over it briefly (a copy of this document is included in 
the file and available upon request). 
 
Haugen commented that they will have to roll in some of the MAP-21 changes they have to do 
even though we just adopted a transit plan.  Brooks asked if East Grand Forks approved those 
fare changes as well.  Kouba responded that they are approving the preliminary proposal, and 
once it goes to the public and their input is given, then they will bring it back to the council for 
final approval. 
 
Brooks asked how many adult ten-ride cards were sold.  Rood responded that as far as she knows 
they don’t track how many cards they sell, but they do track how many are used, and it looks like 
the ten ride cards aren’t separated between adult, youth and senior/disabled, but it also looks like 
the monthly ride passes are heavily used, so those that do use them are getting a pretty good 
discount. 
 
Haugen reported that he just highlighted the financial sheet for 2013 on the screen, and two 
things he wants to point out that weren’t mentioned in the staff report, is that we are continuing 
to set aside $25,000 for school safety studies; and then we are looking in 2014, previously Safe 
Routes To School was a separate funding program that was specifically K-8 grade, but it has 
now been absorbed into the transportation alternatives program, although some eligibility has 
remained, it may have broadened the scope of that to allow high schools to be looked at as well.   
 
Haugen stated that they did receive some comments from Minnesota, St. Paul, and one of those 
comments is, we have a line item each year for A.T.A.C., and this year, in 2013, it has $25,000 
awarded it for a travel demand modeling forecast.   
 
Williams referred to the tables, and asked where the information is that says how much the City 
is contributing because they say “city/local”.  Haugen responded that they are paying 50% of 
$161,875.00.  Williams asked him to go to the top of the slide, and pointed out that the middle 
column says “state/local”.  She then asked if there is any state money in that.  Haugen responded 
that the State of Minnesota has some funding included. 
 
Haugen stated that the other question St. Paul asked was specific to the pavement management.  
He said that they were wondering how much of the $150,000 is set aside for a consultant, and the 
answer is $120,000.   
 
Haugen reported that the other thing they did, if you compare these work programs to previous 
programs, was to beef up our data collection as well as some of our other education equipment 
and our public participation as a result of MAP-21’s emphasis on performance management and 
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performance recording so our funds have been reallocated to ensure we are collecting the data 
and are able to report it. 
 
Haugen commented that we are using; in 2013, as you can see we have an $850,000 budget and 
in 2014 we have a $600,000 budget, and the reason for that difference is due to the fact that we 
have some funds we are carrying over in 2013 from previous consolidated planning grants. 
 
Williams stated that she has a couple of questions:   
 

First, we have 300.53, that is the school safety study, and it mentions safe kids, local 
school districts, and the MPO, could we please have “and the Cities” put in there as well.  
Haugen responded that we can do that, but it does state in one place the word “city”, 
because that was a little editorial that MNDOT provided him.  Williams stated that it 
shows it for the funding but it doesn’t show it in the actual description of the project.   
 
Second, on the pavement management where it says “to include training new staff”, are 
they hiring someone or does it mean to train staff that previously hasn’t been trained.  
Haugen responded that it is probably both.  Williams asked if they were planning on 
hiring somebody.  Haugen responded that there is a potential new staff, and he isn’t sure 
who is all currently staffed that has been trained and who hasn’t, as there has been a lot of 
turnover since the last training so he isn’t sure who current staff are that have been 
trained in the system, so he wrote it generically to cover both scenarios.  Williams asked 
when they would know if they were going to hire somebody new, or add to staff.  Haugen 
responded that, as he spoke earlier about East Grand Forks potentially hiring a City 
Planner, that will be a time when he will know something.  He explained that they were 
anticipating East Grand Forks would take action right away, but it now looks like it may 
not take place by the end of the year.  Williams said, then, that the new hire would not 
actually be a new hire, but would really be a reassignment.  Haugen responded that it 
could be a new hire.  Williams stated that what she is trying to get around to is, you may 
have additional bodies or are you going to have the same positions and then you may 
have to hire someone, that is what she is trying to find out.  Haugen responded that the 
way the work program is written up, as far as staff, is that it is the same number of staff 
as we currently have.  Williams said that that was what she wanted to know.  Brooks 
commented that he did mention that there would be hours because they won’t be doing 
EGF planning.  Haugen agreed that he is anticipating there will be more hours available 
for MPO activities, however it is contingent on East Grand Forks hiring their own City 
Planner, but as he just stated they tabled that action at council last night, so we may have 
to adjust that item.   
 
Third, is on GIS Development.  She asked if this is something that the City has already 
done or are you going to need some of the City’s stuff and go from there, or exactly what 
is this?  Haugen responded that they have their GIS system that we operate and maintain, 
and the City has its GIS system, however some of the materials are shared, while some 
aren’t.  Williams said that her question is are you using whatever the City can provide 
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whenever they can provide it and then enhancing it.  Haugen responded that that is 
correct, but that they are then providing to the cities their information as well so they 
don’t have to duplicate it.   

 
Haugen reported that whatever action is taken today, Stephanie Hickman from Federal Highway 
has informed him via e-mail that she isn’t quite prepared to provide comments but will do so by 
the end of tomorrow, so whatever action is taken today should be contingent on those comments.  
Johnson stated that he hopes to get his comments to you soon as well. 
 
Brooks commented that, in terms of Grand Forks we know that the School District is looking at a 
possible new school; so in the line item for school safety, is there a standing consultant, and is 
this something that when we get further along with a site plan we will need to review something, 
and should it be left open for this possibility rather than having to fix it later on.  He basically 
requested that we include the new school in the A.T.A.C. school safety study before it is built. 
 
MOVED BY BROOKS, SECONDED BY WILLIAMS, TO APPROVE FORWARDING A 
RECOMMENDATION TO THE MPO EXECUTIVE POLICY BOARD THAT THEY 
APPROVE THE 2013-2014 MPO UNIFIED PLANNING WORK PROGRAM, SUBJECT TO 
INCLUSION OF THE CHANGES AS DISCUSSED, AS WELL AS ANY COMMENTS 
FROM FEDERAL HIGHWAY AND THE NORTH DAKOTA DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION. 
 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
MATTER OF RECOMMENDED UNIVERSITY AVENUE IMPROVEMENTS 
 
Haugen reported that University Avenue is part of our Long Range Transportation Plan, and they 
have asked the consultant to look specifically at some issues along University Avenue in 
conjunction with UND’s Climate Action Plan.  He stated that they are principally looking at the 
auto/ped/bike/transit conflicts that are occurring along University Avenue.   
 
Haugen commented that they have been working through a committee that is the Grand 
Forks/UND Transportation Traffic Coordination Committee, which is made up of students, 
faculty, and staff out at the University; and City staff.   
 
Haugen stated that they have come up with some recommendations that were listed in the 
technical memorandum before you.  He pointed out that they grouped them as short-term and 
mid-term projects.  He referred to the memorandum (a copy of which is included in the file and 
available upon request) and went over the recommendations briefly. 
 
Williams commented that she would like to note that this was not a unanimous decision from the 
UND Transportation Group to concur with all of these things.  She stated that the City is still 
reviewing a lot of things, so at least four members wanted to do further studying before 
recommending any of these so that we would know that if you close something where would the 
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traffic go and what would happen to it, so they will have some additional comments.  She asked 
when comments were due on this.  Haugen responded that they are holding a public open house 
on November 29th out at the Memorial Union on this, and comments will be due ten days after 
the open house.   
 
Haugen continued going over the recommendations. 
 
O’Leary asked if it would be possible to steal the width from the medians, reduce the size if the 
medians rather than widening the street in the mid-term.  Haugen responded that it would be 
possible. Williams commented that it would be very difficult, though, because you have to have 
left turn lanes in there and as it is there are several places where there is a median in the left turn 
lane and it isn’t shown on the diagram.  She pointed out that there is a median, which is like three 
feet, and that leaves a seven foot length for the vehicles, and then an eleven for vehicles and then 
thirteen for shared bikes.  She stated that she has been reading and checking with other cities and 
the recommendation is anywhere from fourteen to seventeen for a combined length.  O’Leary 
stated, however, that if you’re widening to increase the lanes then you have some options there 
too.  Williams agreed, but added that there isn’t any widening to the middle because the middle 
is already taken up at the intersections for turn lanes, and that is down to ten or eleven feet or 
less.  She stated that this is why at least four members, not all from the City, several from UND 
also, wanted more information before any of this moves on, and she thinks that is where Mr. 
Haugen said that we can look at it in the Long Range Transportation Plan then as something, but 
as far as independently doing it, it would be very, very difficult.  Haugen commented that they 
also stated that they did the detailed traffic options in 2002, and there is less traffic out there now 
then there was in 2002, and the 2002 report said that the traffic impacts were negligible, and 
didn’t change operations to a point where it caused a degrade of any operations.  Williams stated 
that 2002 did not include 42nd and several other streets, so she doesn’t know if the 2002 model 
would be appropriate to University today in saying there is less traffic now. 
 
MATTER OF A.T.A.C. SCHOOL STUDY DRAFT REPORT 
 
Ellis reported that last year they began to study Schroeder and Valley in Grand Forks, and South 
Point in East Grand Forks.  She stated that A.T.A.C. had an engineer leave and hired a new 
engineer so the study was postponed to this fall.  She went over the study process; explaining 
that the main objective is to evaluate pedestrian safety, review roadway and parking 
characteristics, review traffic control and pavement markings, evaluate traffic circulation and 
then provide possible short and long-term improvements for each school. 
 
Ellis commented that they are not ready at this time to provide a full draft report.  She stated that 
A.T.A.C., because of the weather had to delay the site visits, so they do have somewhat generic 
recommendations for your review, but the full draft report will not be available until possibly 
next week.  She said that they also plan on holding a meeting at the end of November with that 
school group to go over the recommendations and the draft report, after which a final report will 
be submitted to the Technical Advisory Committee and the MPO Executive Policy Board in 
December or January. 
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Ellis referred to a slide presentation, and pointed out that they list the recommendations by 
school.  She said that there are a couple of recommendations that are recommended on all three; 
encouraging safe behavior, education for parents and kids, and targeting enforcement in and 
around the school districts.  She pointed out that they also talk about some improvements just in 
and around the area such as damaged sidewalks, changing signs that don’t meet the MUTCD’s 
requirements, etc.  She stated that these are things that we would address at all three schools. 
 
Ellis then referred to maps illustrating each of the schools, and briefly went over the individual 
school recommendations included for each. 
 
Williams said that the only thing she would like to add would be, both places they are looking at 
the hybrid beacon, there are already flashing beacons there, so as everybody is looking at this it 
wouldn’t take a whole lot of money to change it over from a flashing beacon to a pedestrian 
hybrid beacon, so that isn’t going to be a factor as far as money as it is only going to be about 
$30,000 to $40,000 to change.  She commented that the hold-up is that the MUTCD still does not 
allow these at intersections, although that was the original intent, and the national committee for 
the review of traffic control devices wrote a letter immediately to the feds and the MUTCD came 
out and said that that was not what they wanted or intended so it will be changed in the future. 
 
Ellis stated that she also thinks, and Mr. Haugen addressed this earlier, that with transportation 
alternatives now instead of specific transportation enhancement and safe routes to school, the 
safe routes to school program addressed walking and biking to school, but now that they are 
combined as a transportation alternative these studies will look all the different methods of 
getting to school, therefore addressing some of the high schools would be valuable. 
 
OTHER BUSINESS 
 
 1. Solicitation Reminder 
 
Haugen reminded everyone of some solicitations that are currently going on on the Minnesota 
side, besides the next regular round of the T.I.P. cycle.  He said that there are some for the 
State/County system and also for Safe Routes To School.   
 
Haugen stated that on the North Dakota side there is a solicitation out for the Highway Safety 
Improvement Program, so if you have any projects that would qualify for this program, you 
should be working on them. 
 
 2. Freight Study Meeting Monday, November 19, 2012 
 
Ellis reported that there was a freight study done in 2009/2010, and with the Long Range 
Transportation Plan they are going to be updating that study.  She said that it addresses freight 
issues such as rail, truck, air, etc., specifically any issues that have arisen since the 2009/2010 
study was done.   
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Ellis stated that they are doing all this and adding it to the Long Range Transportation Plan.  She 
added that they do have a Draft Freight Section that they are going to go over with updated 
maps, updated issues of different freighting operations whether it be the postal service, BNSF, 
LM Glassfiber, etc., so that if they have any issues or road projects they would like us to 
consider they will be included in the freight section. 
 
Ellis commented that she is meeting with the freight group on Monday, November 19th at 1:00 
p.m. to go over the entire freight report to ensure the issues and improvements they would like to 
see are in fact those that are included. 
 
 3. T.I.P. Process 
 
Williams asked if the State of North Dakota has any idea of when the T.I.P. process will start.  
She commented that they haven’t been solicited for this year, and she worries that it is just going 
to come down and they will be behind, so should they start working on it?  Johnson responded 
that they are currently working on drafting NDDOT’s solicitation letter; however, it will be very 
generic as the full impact of MAP-21 is still uncertain. 
 
Williams asked if there was a due date for this.  Johnson responded that it will be in the letter 
being sent out soon.  Noehre commented that as far as the regional system they probably should 
start working on it.  Williams agreed. 
 
Haugen asked if Mr. Johnson knew of any T.I.P. amendments that are necessary for 2013 
projects.  Johnson responded he was aware of those Mr. Haugen was referring to and he also had 
another he needed to get to the MPO.  Haugen stated that he has to do an amendment in 
December and would like to include all amendments if possible.   Mr. Johnson agreed that that is 
the hoped for action. 
 
Haugen reported that, for information only, when Minnesota adopted their final S.T.I.P., on the 
Kennedy Bridge, previously we had only been talking about the bridge bonding funds, but in 
their S.T.I.P. they threw in quite a bit of federal monies on that project as well, which is one of 
the amendments we will have to approve in December. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
MOVED BY BROOKS, SECONDED BY BOPPRE, TO ADJOURN THE NOVEMBER 14TH, 
2012, MEETING OF THE TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE AT 2:54 P.M. 
 
MOTION CARRIED  UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Respectfully submitted by, 
 
Peggy McNelis,  
Office Manager 


